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AND EMIGRANTS’ PROTECTION, 


corporated under the laws of the State of New York, 
nglish Christians, to protect destitute children, orphans, 
dless, of British parentage ; and also to.afford Christian 
to poor Protestants landing ‘there from Britain, and 


e pla of their own. 


This co-operation is sought upon 


mi yang" of birthright, and of our Protestant re)icion. 
p of London thus expresses his interest and sympathy 


“Fulham Palace, 'S.W., Dec. 10, 1872. 
The work.to which you have devoted yourself, in ‘ The 
is ‘very interesting, and can scarcely fail, 1 think, to 
ympathy and support in England. No destitution can 
te and pitiable than that of the*orphans of emigrants 


1 the voyage. 


“JT am, dear Sir, faithfully yours, 


owley.” 


"J. LONDON, 


ev. Dean of Chester, having visited America, cordially 
enceavour to protect and aid the orphan and needy 


ig gentlemen have agreed to serve on the Committee :— 


rEMAN,. Esq., F.R.S.; C. N, NEWDEGATE, Esq., 


M.P, ; 


; WILLIAM TOLLEMACHE, Esq. ; J. H. ELLiotT, Esq. ; 


Esq. LL.D.; Rev. F. J.C. MORAN; and Rev. 


G. iR. 


Mr. BADENOCH has consented’ to act as Honorary 


) raise £5,000 in England for this object. 
rton, Rose and Co., Bartholomew House, Bartholomew 
pe receive contributions from’English friends for this 
1 to the account of “ THE Wiser creat $ FOLD ;” or any 


ove Committee. 


E. COWLEY, 
President of the “ Children’s Fola” 


THE ARMOURY. 


JANUARY, 1873. 


“Che Armoury,” 


[* the early days of the Reformation it was by the printed page, 

more even than by the living voice, that the light of liberated 
Truth was diffused so widely and so rapidly among the nations of 
Europe. 

In the memorable conflict maintained by a Protestant people 
against a Popish court, and terminated by the glorious Revolution of 
1688, the same agency was attended with the same success. 

“The presses of the capital, of Oxford, and of Cambridge,” says 
Macaulay, “never rested.” “The defenders of the Established 
religion were a numerous, an intrepid, and a well-appointed band of 
combatants. Among them were eloquent declaimers, expert dialec- 
ticians, scholars deeply read in the writings of the fathers, and in all 
parts of ecclesiastical history. In the van appeared a rank of steady 
and skilful veterans—Tillotson, Stillingfleet, Sherlock, Prideaux, 
Whitby, Patrick, Tenison, Wake.” The rear was brought up by such 
distinguished recruits from the two Universities as Francis Atterbury, 
the pride of Oxford ; and from Cambridge, Henry Wharton, senior 
wrangler of his year, and the illustrious pupil of the great Newton. 

And they succeeded. They moulded the national mind. They 
secured, not only the Bill of Rights, but the Act of Settlement, and 
with it the Protestant Constitution of the realm. But they have 


passed away, and their successors are nowhere to be found. Yet 


never were they more greatly needed than at this hour. 

With a formidable conspiracy for subverting the Act of Settlement ; 
with the Protestant Constitution already fatally impaired ; with the 
gradual repeal of every measure adopted for the repression of papal en- 
croachment, and the defiant violation of every measure yet unrepealed ; 
with the daring avowals of the papal lieutenant at Westminster, and the 
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formal demand for the abrogation of every guarantee provided by the 
Act of 1829: with this accumulated peril, where are “ the defenders 
of the established religion”? The “numerous,” the “ imtrepid,” and 
“well-appointed band of combatants” are conspicuous only by their 


absence. Honourable exceptions indeed there are,—“ rari nantes in 
gurgite vasto,”—but what is wanted is a phalanx of writers, adequate 


in numbers, in influence, in learning, and in zeal, to contend—with 
the earnestness which ensures success—for the faith once delivered 


to the saints, and the fundamental Constitution of the Realm. 


As a contribution to meet this urgent want of the times, it is 
proposed to establish, in Zhe Armoury, a new monthly journal 
which may serve as a rallying-point to Protestant forces now too 
widely scattered, and as a centre of union through which those forces 


—-whether in Parliament or in the Constituencies—may at once 
} 


acquire and wield a nascent strength of which they are now deprived. 


The Armoury will combine a thorough vindication of Reforma- 
tion principles, with an application of them to. current events under 


the altered conditions of our time. The true catholicity of Pro 
testantism, and its identity with Scriptural Christianity; the true 
character of Popery, its false doctrines, its pernicious influences, its 
pagan developments, as recorded in history and exemplified in action, 
will be systematically illustrated and proved. 


A prominent feature of the new journal will be found in the con- 
temporaneous history of the “ Old Catholic” movement in Germany, 
in Switzerland, and in France; and in the articles illustrative of the 
unprecedented position and prospects of the Jesuits in relation to 


Papal Supremacy in England. 
To note the manceuvres of the popish press—from the Zam to 


the Zad/e, and from the Universe to the Dublin Review—and to 





expose the tactics of popish politicians, in relation to school boards, 
to pauper children, to prison chaplaincies, to conventual enquiry, 
and above all to the chronic sedition fostered by the hierarchy in 
Ireland, will also be the aim of the new magazine. 

The Bible, as it appears in a comparison of Romish and Pro- 
testant versions ; critical articles on crucial texts ; exegetical articles 
on the Scriptural doctrines of sacrifice and priesthood; history, 
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biography, literature and science ; as each reflects the inevitable con- 
trast between faith and superstition, Christ and Antichrist, all will 
find their place in Zhe Armoury. 

To realize these high aims no pains will be spared by the pro- 
moters. But success can only come through a zealous and wide- 
spread co-operation. To meet the large outlay involved in an 
undertaking of this magnitude, and to secure for it the support of 
the highest ability, a guaranteed circulation is indispensable. 

On the broad platform of the Reformation—not narrowed by 
sectarian differences, or the animosities of political party—to all who 
appreciate our Protestant Constitution as the bulwark of liberty and 
the safeguard of Scriptural Christianity, the promoters earnestly 
appeal for a prompt and liberal support. 


‘**Tis not in mortals to command success : 
But we'll do more,—deserve it.” 


Che Doctrine of Papal Fnfallibility the jParent 
of Scepticism. 


O abandon the exercise of private judgment, and entrust the 
uy understanding to the guidance of teachers, arrogant enough to 
claim infallibility without producing the credentials of a Divine 
commission, is to encourage a despotism which none can sanction 
without the express authority of God. Private judgment, indeed, 
can never be wholly set aside; the pretensions of an infallible 
instructor must be submitted to the understandings of men, and 
finally determined by each man’s convictions of truth and justice. 
The ultimate appeal must be to that very reason which, in its 
independent exercise, is dreaded as the parent of so much mischief, 
the prolific source of so much schism. It is a circumstance, however, 
not sufficiently regarded, that the pretensions of Rome to that degree 
of inspiration which she arrogantly claims cannot be admitted 
without striking at the basis of all human knowledge ; confounding 
the distinctions of truth and falsehood, and laying the foundations 
of scepticism more malignant and desolating than the worst ca- 
lamities which can possibly result from the free and unhampered 
indulgence of private opinion. As extremes are so intimately 
connected that the least touch of the pencil can translate expressions 
of joy into symptoms of sorrow, so those who seek to remove the 








4 THE ARMOURY. 


occasions of difference to terminate schism, extinguish controversy, 
and establish religion upon the strongest grounds of absolute 
certainty, by resorting to a guide that claims infallibility, without 
those signs and wonders which indubitably declare that God's 
Spirit is in him, and God’s hand upon him, pursue a course which 
has, in reality, a striking and inevitable tendency to conduct the 
mind to a dreary and hopeless Pyrrhonism. ‘There can be no 
assurance of truth without a corresponding confidence in our 
faculties ; the light which we may enjoy—the convictions of our 
minds—the appearances of things to the human understanding— 
these are to us the measures of truth and falsehood. Whoever is 
not content to receive the information of his senses, the reports ot 
his consciousness, and the evident conclusions of his own mind, 
deduced in conformity with those fundamental laws of belief which 
are pre-supposed in all its operations ; whoever, in other words, looks 
upon his faculties as instruments of falsehood, and distrusts the 
clearest exercise of his powers ; whoever refuses to take upon trust 
what the very constitution of his nature inclines him to believe, 
must rest content with the cheerless prospect of perpetual ignorance. 

There can be no knowledge without previous belief, determined 
by the law of our nature, and liable to no suspicions of deception, 
because ultimately resolvable into the veracity of God. There 
are certain primary convictions—certain original principles, as 
Aristotle calls them—-through which we know and believe every 
thing else, and which must, therefore, themselves be received 
with paramount certainty. These instinctive elements of natural faith 
constitute the standard of evidence, the foundation of truth—the 
groundwork of knowledge. Truth is the natural and necessary 
aliment of the soul; and the faculties of the mind in their 
original constitution were evidently adjusted with a special 
reference to its pursuit, investigation, and enjoyment. As the sta- 
bility of external nature responds harmoniously to our instinctive 


enter into the es: 
and unerringly adapted to their appropriate objects. Whatever, 
consequently, has a tendency to unsettle a man’s confidence in the 
legitimate and natural exercise of his faculties, or to call into question 
what a distinguished philosopher has denominated the “ fundamental 
laws of human belief,” has an equal tendency to introduce a general 
scepticism, in which the distinctions of truth and falsehood are con- 
founded, and the elements of life and death promiscuously mingled. 
To bring the different powers of the soul into a state of unnatural 
collision—to set our faculties at war, to involve thir functions in 
suspicion, to make the deductions of the understanding contradict 
the original convictions of our nature, is effectually to sap the foun- 
dations of knowledge—to annihilate all certainty—to reduce truth 
and falsehood to a common insignificance, and expose the mind to 
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endless perplexity, confusion, and despair. Now this is precisely 
the result which the Church of Rome accomplishes in the minds of 
those who are foolish enough to receive her as an infallible teacher, 
and her instructions as é#fa//ible truth. She subverts the original 
constitution of the mind—contradicts the primary and instinctive 
convictions of every human understanding—and pronounces that to 
be absolutely certain which God, through the essential principles of 
human belief, declares to be adsolutely false. She destroys the only 
foundation of evidence, extinguishes its light, surrounds her followers 
with an artificial darkness, and invites them to a repose from which 
no voice of truth can awaken them, no force of argument arouse 
them. He that yields his understanding to the guidance of Rome 
must frequently meet with cases in which the information of his 
faculties is clear and unambiguous, and the constitution of his nature 
prompts him to one view, while the infallible authority to which he 
has submitted requires a contrary faith. Hence, if he be consistent, 
he must follow his guide, because, according to the terms of the 
hypothesis, the guide is infallible, and, consequently, distrust the 
strongest convictions of his own understanding. If, in such clear 
cases, the reason of men deceives them, as deceive them it must if 
the teacher be indeed incapable of error, how shall it ever be known 
when to trust their faculties at all? If they must regard that light 
which contradicts the sentiments of their intended instructor as a 
temptation of the devil, designed in the providence of God to test 
their fidelity, how shall they ever be able to distinguish these false 
appearances from the real illuminations of truth? Is it not evident 
that they must always be children in understanding, shrivelled up 
in intellectual dwarfishness by a comfortless Pyrrhonism, — ever 
learning, and never able to come to the knowledge of the truth ? 





‘THORNWELL. 


Ciitramontane Combinations in England, 


HE Roman Catholic priests, and especially the Jesuits, have 
been exerting themselves to the utmost, both in our own 
country and on the Continent, in establishing societies for the express 
purpose of driving the King of Italy from the city of Rome, in order 
to restore the temporal power of the Pope. These efforts have been 
extended also to Canada and the United States of America. The 
societies to which we refer go under a variety of names, and in 
England by the name of “Catholic Union,” Catholic Temperance 
Societies, “‘ League of St. Sebastian.” Their mode of action is 
various, but their object is the same, whether it be by sending repre- 
sentatives to the House of Commons or to Boards of Guardians, or 
to Town Councils, or Prison Boards. They also contrive to enroll 
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recruits for revolutionary bands in Italy, Germany, France, and Spain. 
As money is forthcoming, arms will no doubt be forwarded from 
England to the Continent. 

A newspaper is circulated gratuitously amongst the members, who 
are called either honorary or active. ‘The former give the money, 
and amongst them are Roman Catholic noblemen and ladies, and 
members of the House of Commons. The latter are the soldiers, 
who are ready to fight on a moment’s notice, either on British or on 
foreign soil. They pledge themselves to go through streams of blood 
to restore the sovereignty of the Pope. The existence of such a 
combination is certainly illegal, and fitted to disturb the peace of 
England with foreign powers. 

The aspirations of this combination, and some of the various ways 
in which the members are acting, will form a key to the present 
agitation in Spain and Italy, and also to the significant hint by the 
Roman correspondent of the Zimes, in quoting the Italian premiecr’s 
recent speech on foreign affairs. He says: “If such good under- 
standing as exists between the two countries (Italy and France) is not 
improved, it may be less the faults of their government than of the 
intrigues of the clerical party.” We shall confirm this: state- 
ment. 

Be it remembered that the leaders of all the Roman Catholic com- 
binations are priests, especially the Jesuits. They assert “that the 
restoration of the Bourbons in France will be the first step towards 
the reconstruction of the temporal power ;” hence it is that the clerical 
party in France have rejected the Republicans and the Imperialists, 
and has espoused the cause of the Legitimists or Monarchists. For 
this is their hope. The Count de Chambord, they assert, ‘is openly 
pledged to the reconstruction of the temporal power, and has not 
hesitated to put his own rights in peril by courageous vindication of 
those of the Holy See ;” and they bring forward what has been 
stoutly denied, although of its correctness there can be no doubt, 
that the recent pilgrimages to Lourdes la Salette were used for poli 
tical purposes. ‘The following is the testimony of a Roman Catholic 
eye-witness :—“ A very remarkable fact is, that in every great centre 
of France, at La Salette La Sainte Be Aume, and Lourdes, the 
pilgrimages for the joint intentions of the Pope and the Count de 
Chambord are becoming more frequent. At La Salette especially, 
where I spent some days, pilgrims were pouring in from every part ot 
France, and all made an intention, as I was well assured, for the 
restoration in their own country and in Rome. A terrible crisis will, 
no doubt, be gone through before so happy a consummation may be 
realised, but the issue, to those who know France, is scarcely doubt- 
ful. Ali France is preparing for the crisis, and in every department 
the Royalist gentlemen are actively organising for the common de- 
fence. The Pontifical Zouaves, although nominally dissolved, are 
under strict organization, and can be raised at two days’ notice. An 
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officer for each province presides over the crc/e, and can recall his 
section at any moment.” 

This is the evidence of 2 Roman Catholic who writes from Rome, 
and is evidently well informed as to the whole movement. The 
Papal Zouaves who may be residing in England and Ireland are 
likewise under the same strict organization, and are governed by an 
officer over each circle, as they term it. 

But their action is not confined to France. They inform us that 
“one flag is now hoisted in Europe, and that the moment cannot be 
far off when that flag is once more raised, and when the leader we 
have followed at Mentana and Porta Rica will once more appeal to 
arms. Of this we may be certain, that the way to Rome lies across 
the Loire and the Rhone. France will lead the van, but Catholic 
Europe will not surely leave all the danger and all the honour to her.” 
Hence the attempt is now made to drive King Amadeus from Spain, 
in order to place Don Carlos on the throne in his stead. Men from 
England have actually joined the Carlist bands. Correspondents 
write to England from the camp of these bands detailing their 
success, and their language is re-echoed in these words :—“ The voice 
of Don Carlos comes to us like the Horn of Roland—reminding us 
that the chapter of noble and chivalrous deeds is not exhausted, and 
there is one nation at least which will not tamely submit to a Godless 
and foreign dominator.” “Every blow struck at the throne of 
Amadeus of Savoy will have its echo in the Quirinal. If an 
insurrection in favour of the lawful sovereign against an usurper was 
justifiable, it was this attempt of Don Carlos.” “I hold that the cause 
of Charles VII. is that of the Catholic Church, and identical with that 
of the Sovereign Pontiff.” 

These combinations also aim at the breaking-up of the unity of the 
German Empire by forming a Franco-Russian alliance. “The 
Catholic population of Bavaria, the Rhineland, Alsace, Lorraine, 
3erg, Cleaves, and Posen would be driven into rebellion against 
Prussia sooner or later.” All this is attempted by the clerical party 
and the Jesuits. Branch societies have been formed in Canada, in 
Ireland, Scotland, England, and the Colonies, headed by Romish 
Bishops. They are using every means to influence the masses in our 
large towns to enroll themselves as members, and to enlist as soldiers, 
as a “religious force” and centre of devotion for ejecting Victor 
Emanuel and restoring to the Vatican the city of Rome and the 
Pope’s temporal power. 
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Wolicp and Progress of the Church of Rome in 
england. 


HE following comparative Table shows the increase, since 
1829, of Romish churches, priests, and monastic and con- 
ventual establishments in Great Britain :— 


Tn 1829 In 1872 Increase. 
Priests ' . 447 1,824 1.347 
Churches, etc. , . 449 1,227 778 
*Convents : ‘ : 6 2361 2,301 
Monasteries, in defiance of law -- 591 sot 


It will be observed that the increase of priests and monks is much 
greater than that of the population. ‘This partly arises from the sup- 
pression of conventual and monastic institutions in other countries, 
especially in France and Italy; and partly from the accumulation of 
wealth, in violation of the law of mortmain, in the form of secret 
trusts. By means of the propaganda, and by schools taught by 
Jesuits and other Romish orders, many of the lower classes are being 
trained in the doctrines of Ultramontanism, who will by-and-by 
imperil the peace and order of the kingdom. A similar agency is 
rapidly extending itself throughout the British Colonies, as well as in 
the United States of America. 

The number of Roman Catholic members in the House of Commons 
is 38. The exertions of the Romish hierarchy in returning men 
pledged to carry out the designs of the Ultramontanes, whether as 
home-rulers or clerical candidates, have become intensified. The 
mode of action has been strikingly illustrated in the recent contest 
in Galway. The Romish population in England and Scotland is 
likewise increasing. Whether the increase arises from immigration 
or by perversions from the Protestant faith, the fact remains, that 
there exists this foreign element in all the larger towns of the kingdom, 
by means of which a system of intimidation is organized whenever it 
is conducive to the interests of the Romish party. It may be esti- 
mated that there is one Romanist to every twenty of the population 
of England, and one in ten in Scotland, a large proportion consisting 
of Irish, making matters still more critical. The following table will 
show the increase of the Romish population in England since 
1699} :— 





* Number of inmates in convents estimated at not less than 7,000, whose dowry 
will not be less than £7,000,000. 


t These figures are taken from Directory of 1871. They are not given in that 
for 1872. 


t See Ravenstein’s ‘‘ Denominational Statistics.” London: Stanford. 
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Percentage of 


Years. Number. Population. 
1699 27,696 0°54 
1767 67,916 0°97 
1780 69,380 0°89 
1845 284,300 1°70 
1851 758,800 4°22 
1854 916,600 4°94 
1861 927,500 4°61 
1866 982,000 4°63 


The same authority estimates that of the total number of Roman 
Catholics in England and Wales in 1861, there were 52,000 
foreigners, including children, and that 732,560 were Irish. He 
gives the result as follows, as in 1861 :— 


English Roman Catholics . : : . 179,000 
Foreigners, born abroad . ‘ . : - 40,000 
Children of same . ; : ; j - 12,000 
Irish Romanists ; - 469,000 


Children of same, born in England and Wales . 263,300 


The distribution of this population is chiefly in the large manu- 
facturing towns :—In Preston, nearly 22 per cent. of the population 
are Romanists ; in Liverpool, 19 per cent. ; in Charlton (Lanc.), 17 
per cent.; in Birkenhead, 15 per cent.; in Blackburn, 14 per 
cent. ; in Gateshead, 13 per cent.; in Durham, 12} per cent. ; in 
Manchester and Salford, 11} per cent. ; and in London, 4 per cent. 
The registration counties having the largest number of Romanists 
are as follows* :— 


Percentage Percentage 
of Pop. of Pop. 
Lancashire . . 13°03 Cheshire . . 5°83 
Durham é . 8°47 Yorkshire, W.R. 4°57 
Cumberland . | Or Stafford . - 4°04 
Northumberland . 6°07 London . - 3°93 
Monmouth . » 5:94 Warwick . . 375 


The total number of Roman Catholics in 1866, for the United 
Kingdom, is estimated as follows :— 


Percentage 
Number. of Pop. 
England and Wales ‘ » 982,000 4°63 
Scotland ‘ ‘ ‘ - 300,800 9°54 
Ireland . : ‘ : » 4,351,400 . 77°94 
United Kingdom . ° » 5,634,200 18°81 





, 


* See page 23, Ravenstein’s ‘‘ Denominational Statistics.” U# supra. 
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sy the skilful handling of the priests, this apparently insignificant 
minority of Roman Catholics is made a powerful force in the empire, 
and dictates parliamentary and municipal measures almost ai its 
pleasure, and rules the public press. The policy by which this is 
accomplished was enunciated by Dr. Wiseman in 1863. He said at 
the Romish Congress, at Malines, ‘The Roman Catholics form a 
small -uinority in England, scattered thereby over the country, except 
in a few parts and in some large towns. Out of these their power 
and influence as electors is almost null. There are places where 
their number is totally insufficient to secure a seat for one of them- 
selves, but where there are several candidates they may be able, if 
united, to make one or the other side of the balance prevail, and seat 
a member who professes just views ”’ (that is, Romish views), “ and, 
at any rate, not hostile intentions.” * 

Another Romish authority asserts : “ In this country we cannot, as 
Catholics, attach ourselves permanently to any political party until 
we have such perfect religious equality as will allow us to hope that 
a Catholic may aspire to the high office of Prime Minister of England. 
No party tie, no supposed debt of gratitude, can relieve him of that 
duty to his country and his Church. A Catholic should never attach 
himself to any political party composed of heretics. No one who is 
truly at heart a thorough and complete Catholic can give his entire 
adhesion to a Protestant leader, be he Whig or Tory, for in so doing 
he divides the allegiance—and in some instances destroys it 
altogether—which he owes to the Church.” With this view Dr. 
Manning presses upon the consciences of Roman Catholics of 
England the dogma of Papal infallibility. He propounded this 
doctrine, in speaking of the Pope, in the following terms: “I 
acknowledge no civil power, I am the subject of no prince; and I 
claim more than this—I claim to be the supreme judge and director 
of the consciences of men—of the peasant that tills the fields and 
the prince that sits upon the throne, of the household that lives 
in the shade of privacy, and the legislator that makes laws fo1 
kingdoms—I am the sole, last, supreme judge of what is right and 
wrong. 





Che Bible and its Assailants. 


I. THe AUTHORIZED VERSION. 


TOTHING is more notorious than the stern and systematic 
opposition of the Roman hierarchy to the reading of the 
sible. When pressed on this point, Romish apologists commonly 


* “Religious and Social Position of Catholics in England.” Dr. Wiseman. 
London: Duffy. Page 49. 


THE BIBLE AND ITS ASSAILANTS. ii 


endeavour to evade the difficulty which they are not able to conceal, 
by having recourse to a cloudy verbiage in which the charge is 
neither admitted nor denied ; or else it is first admitted and then 
denied. But whenever these expedients have failed, and an answer— 
always indirect indeed, but less indefinite—has been obtained, it 
becomes evident that the vindication of the Church of Rome in 
this matter rests on several allegations which may be thus distinctly 
stated :— 

First: That the Church of Rome does zof discountenance the 
reading of the Bible. 

Second: That the reading of the Bible by the laity is a practice 
pernicious to the soul and perilous to salvation. 

Third: That the reading of the English Bible (¢.2., the authorized 
version) is pernicious and perilous in the highest degree; for it 
abounds with “ wicked, malignant, deliberate perversions” of the 
sacred text, introduced by the translators, “for no other purpose 
than that of propping up their own guilty schism and indefensible 
heresy.” 

We propose to examine this plea with the attention which it 
deserves, and to prove that the allegations it invoives are false 
and unfounded in every particular. 

Postponing, for the present, the consideration of the two first- 
mentioned topics, let us see how the case really stands with respect 
to the Authorized Version. 

If this charge of “ wicked, deliberate, malignant perversions ” be 
not totally false, how is it that such high testimony to the pre- 
eminent nobility of “The Protestant Bible” is furnished by 
Romanists themselves? How is it that among the long list of 
illustrious names (Churchmen and Dissenters) that have borne 
testimony to our version as one of the noblest versions of any age, 
and a monument of fidelity and learning, there should be found 
the name of the distinguished Romish dignitary, Dr. Geddes? How 
is it that even from Dr. Doyle, another Romish dignitary still more 
distinguished, we should receive the assurance that “ with all its faults 
and errors, it is a noble version” ? 

These are important questions, and they press for an answer : 
but these are not all. 

If King James’s translators were really guilty of the dishonesty 
alleged against them, while the Romish versions of Rheims and 
Douay alone are trustworthy, how is it that those very versions are 
year by year approximated, in successive editions, to that very 
‘‘ Protestant Bible” which has been loaded with so much abuse? 
For example :— 

In the earliest editions of the Rhemish Testament we read, as the 
translation of St. Paul’s words, in Rom. viii. 18, “Not condign to 
the glory to come.” Here the Authorized Version has—‘ Not 
worthy to be compared with the glory.” And Archbishop Murray’s 
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Bible, the Romish edition at this day, adopts this rendering of the 
much-abused ‘‘ Protestant Bible,” word for word.—“ Not worthy to 
be compared with the glory.” 

In Hebrews i. 2, the ancient Rhemish stands thus :—“ We see 
not as yet all things subject to him, but him that was a little lessened 
under the angels. We see Jesus, because of the passage of death, 
crowned with glory and honour, that through the grace of God He 
might taste death for all.” 

The same passage in the “ Protestant Bible” is—“ But we see 
Jesus, who was made a little lower than the angels for the suffering 
of death, crowned with glory and honour, that He by the grace of 
God should taste death for every man.” 

Here again, Dr. Murray’s Bible, the modern Douay version, attests 
the fidelity of the vilified Protestant translators by adopting their 
rendering, word for word :—‘* But we see Jesus, who was made a 
little lower than the angels for the suffering of death, crowned with 
glory and honour.” 








Once more. 1 Pet. i. 25, in the old Romish version, reads thus : 
“But the word of our Lord remaineth for ever; and this is the word 
that is evangelized among you.” 

The Protestant version is :—“‘ But the word of the Lord endureth 
for ever ; and this is the word which by the Gospel is preached unto 
you. 

Here again, the modern Douay Bible, bearing Dr. Murray’s im 
primatur, attests the unrivalled superiority of the Protestant version, 
by adopting it in its entirety :—“ But the word of the Lord endureth 
for ever, and this is the word, which by the Gospel has been preached 
unto you.” 

But besides the conclusive testimony thus borne to the superiority 
of the Authorized Version by the gradual approximation of the 
Romish versions themselves to that high standard, there is the further 
testimony furnished by the facts which disclose the cause of that 
superiority. The translators of the Douay version were chiefly men 
of broken characters, headed, not unfitly, by Allen, the priest who, 
after he had been prosecuted in England for high treason, had re- 
ceived from the Pope, as a reward, the cardinal’s hat. On the other 
hand, the fifty-four translators to whom was entrusted the task of pro- 
ducing the version authorized by King James in 1611, were all of 
them picked men ; distinguished not more for their piety than for 
their profound and consummate learning. Their names alone are 
evidence :— 

Launcelot Andrewes, bishop of Winchester. 

Fohn Overal, bishop of Norwich ; indebted for his promotion to 
his great learning. 

Adrian Saravia, the friend of Hooker and Whitgift. 

Robert Teigh, spoken of by Wood as a profound linguist. 

Bedwell, the finest Arabic scholar of his age. 
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Lively, professor of Hebrew at Cambridge. 

Chadderton, of Emmanuel College, familiar with Hebrew and 
Greek, and versed in Rabbinical literature. 

Harrison, vice-master of Trinity College, Cambridge, a linguist of 
the highest order. 

Reynolds, whose knowledge of Hebrew and Greek, Wood says, 
was almost miraculous. 

Kilby, an Orientalist of profound scholarship. 

Miles Smith, to whom Hebrew, Syriac, and Greek were as familiar 
as English. 

Bois, the first Greek scholar of the age. 

Bilson, Harding, etc. 

These scholars then were not destitute of the learning necessary to 
understand the Sacred Text. But their competence to produce a 
translation of that text in language familiar to the common people in- 
volves qualifications of another kind indeed, but still of a kind not 
less indispensable than the former. The utter failure of the Douay 
and Rhemish translators in this respect—a failure which (as we have 
seen) drove Archbishop Murray to the “ Protestant Bible” in search 
of intelligible English—will be shown at large in our next paper. 
At present our space forbids us to do more than allude to the tri- 
umphant superiority of the Authorized Version in this respect also. 
And here, too, our testimony shall come from the side of our oppo- 
nents. Listen to the eloquent admissions of one of Rome’s most 
illustrious perverts, in the pages of Dr. Wiseman’s Review :— 

“Who will not say that the uncommon beauty and marvellous 
English of the Protestant Bible is not one of the great strongholds 
of heresy in this country? It lives on the ear like music that can 
never be forgotten, like the sound of a church-bell which a convert 
hardly knows how he can forego. Its felicities seem to be almost 
things rather than words. It is part of the national mind, and the 
anchor of national seriousness: the memory of the dead passes into 
it: the potent traditions of childhood are stereotyped in its verses : 
the dower of all the gifts and trials of a man’s life is hidden beneath 
its words. It is a representation of his best moments, and all that 
there has been about him of soft and gentle and pure and penitent 
and good, speaks to him for ever out of the English Bible. It is his 
sacred thing, which doubt has never dimmed, controversy never 
soiled. In the length and breadth of the land there is not a Protestant 
with one spark of righteousness about him whose spiritual biography 
is not in his Saxon Bible.” 

Such a testimony needs no comment: but yet-—“ Fas est e¢ ab hoste 
doceri.” 
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Supremacy: Ropal or jPapal? 


HE eocentings at the consecration of the Romish titular 
‘Tai of Salford have drawn public attention to the princi 
ples involve d in the custom of proposing the health of the Pope 
before that of the Queen. That Romanists who recognize the dogma 
of Papal supremacy as set forth in Papal Bulls and by the Council 


of the Vatican, should act thus, might be expected. But that pro 
fessing Protestants should not only justify the act on the part of 
Romanists, but participate in it themselves, cannot so easily be 
accounted f “The Bishop of Saiford”—by the way there is no 
such person re ognized by the laws of England. It is generally sup- 
posed t the “ Ecclesiastical Titles Act” having been repealed, 
designations of this kind are lawful and authorized. This, however. 
is not the case. ‘The penal clause of that Act has been repealed ; 


but the law which pronounces the assumption of such titles on the 
part of Roman hierarchs to be illegal, void, and of no effect, is not 
a nd no public functionary, not even when invested with 
the dign 'a Mayor or Town Clerk, is justified in publicly recog- 
nizing the illegal assumption of territorial titles. 

The titular Bishop of Salford, in his letter vindicating the Mayors 
of Manchester and Salford, says that he explained to the former 
that “the lth of the Pope was regarded by us as a purely 
religious act, : and that I hoped he would consider it simply as such.” 
Accept this statement as correct, and the conclusion is, that those 
official personages sanctioned and concurred with Romanists in the 
performance of a religious act by which honour was paid to a poten- 
tate who is the very embodiment of those principles and of that 
system which for centuries past have been the deadliest foes of 





England's liberty: a potentate who is the representative head of a 
system the doctrines of which have been by their royal mistress 
declared to be “‘ superstitious and idolatrous,” * and which those very 
persons, by avowing themselves to be Protestants, pronounce to be 
antichristian. 1f any one say that no re/igious honour was paid to 
the Pope, then it must be alleged that the honour was civi/; if so, 
the statement of the Romish Bishop is untrue, and precedency was 
given to a foreign potentate over the Queen of England, and in that 
disloyal act Romish ecclesiastics and English officials were alike 
implicated. The Bishop says, “I suppose no Englishman would 
expect me, ause I am an Englishman, to depart from the old 
Catholic principle which is embedded in our Constitution, that the 
spiritual has precedence over the temporal.’ There is here a two 
fold assumption, 1st, that it is an old Catholic principle that the 


spiritual has precedence over the temporal; 2nd, that this principle 





30 Car. II. Bill of Rights, sec. ro. 
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is embedded in our Constitution. Neither of these assumptions is 
true. It is not an old Catholic principle that in the sense here 
intended the spiritual has precedence over the temporal. Such a 
precedence was utterly unknown in the carly days of Christianity. 
It is not recognized in the New Testament. It was not recognized 
by the Christian civil power for centuries. It only became fact when 
the whole of western Christendom groaned under the most grinding 
despotism which the world ever saw. The Hildebrands, the Inno- 
cent III.’s and Boniface VIII.’s were the fitting representatives and 
exponents of this principle. 

As to the English Constitution, there is no precedence of the 
spiritual over the temporal.* The pusillanimous John, it is true, 
acknowledged the precedence which Innocent III. claimed, but 
John’s constitutionalism had little in common with the Constitution of 
England. John fully acknowledged the papal claims, including the 
deposing and absolving power, and because he thus degraded both 
English nation and himself his memory was execrated even in pre- 
Reformation times. Happily for the honour of England, he stands 
alone. When fealty was demanded by Gregory VII. from William 
the Conqueror for the crown of England, the demand was indig- 
nantly rejected, on this, as well as on other grounds, that it had 
never been rendered to the Popes of Rome by the Kings of 
England before him t “‘ He forbade the clergy to go out of the king- 
dom, or to acknowledge a Pope, or to excommunicate a noble with- 
out his permission, or to publish any letters from Rome till he should 
have approved them.”{ When Innocent III. annulled “Magna 
Charta” and cursed the barons who compelled it to be granted, did 
not the defiant rejection of the papal demands show that even then 
the Constitution had not “embedded in it” the fiction that the 
“spiritual has precedence over the temporal?” § With the statute of 
Premunire confronting the papal claims, we cannot admit this pre- 
tended “precedence.” The following statement from Blackstone || 
applies to this case. ‘This, then, is the original meaning of the 
offence, which we call Aremunire, viz., introducing a foreign power 
into this land, and creating imperium in imperio, by paying that 
obedience to Papal process which constitutionally belonged to the 
King alone, long before the Reformation, in the Reign of 
Henry VIII.” 

The legislative Acts of this country for the last three hundred 
years form one continued protest against, anc denial and repudia- 
tion of, the “Bishop of Salford’s” assertion. ‘The sovereign is 


Hume's “ Hist. Eng.,” Cap. Il. Rapin Il. 454, Lingard IT. 165. 
Southey, ‘* Book of the Church,” p. 73. 

Lingard II. 182, 183. Hume, Cap. II. 

§ Lingard III. 171—2. 13th Richard IT. 

Comm. B. ro. 
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supreme ruler in Church and State, but it is because our Queen is 

head of the State that she has the chiet government in the Church, 

and not because she is chief governor in the Church that she is head 
of the State. 

Now as to the direct question of the claims of Pope or Queen to 
the loyalty and affection of Englishmen ; because, after all, this is 
the real issue. 

What does the recognition of the Pope’s claims imply ? 

That he is the Vicar of Jesus Christ,* 

And supreme ruler of the Christian Church, and as such all 
persons are bound to obey him on pain of grievous sin.‘ 

That he is the infallible judge in all matters of faith and morals, 
and his decisions are irreformable. | 

That he can depose heretical sovereigns and absolve subjects from 
their oaths of allegiance.§ 

That the civil power is subject to him, and in his power is the 
material sword as well as the spiritual. (Decretal of Innocent 
III.—“ De Majoritate et obedientia,” cited in ‘ Essays,” etc., 
edit. by Manning, p. 410.) 

That he has a right to judge all persons alike, princes as well as 
people. 

But it may be said that these powers, although they may have 
been attributed to the Popes at claimed by them in the dark 
ages, have long since been repudiated by Romanists. This is partly 
true, but it does not warrant the conclusion which it is intended 
should follow. Romanists have repudiated some of these monstrous 
pretensions, but it has been to serve a purpose. When they sought 
to regain political power in England these exorbitant claims were 
scouted with lofty indignation by the very men amongst others, who, 
having accomplished their purpose through deceiving the people 
of England, have afterwards maintained as true the principles which 
they had denied. Nay, further, these anti-Christian, anti-social, 
and anti-English principles involved in the above powers, privileges, 
and prerogatives are now claimed on behalf of the Pope by the 
very men who drink to his health before that of the Queen. The 
Romanists of England receive the decrees of the Vatican Council, 
and Dr. Manning boldly and openly says that the deposing and 
absolving power, the right of the Pope to judge all men—princes 
and people,—now belongs by Divine right to the Papacy, and that 
all Christian people are bound to obey the Pope’s decrees. 


[Zo be concluded in our next.] 





* Creed of Pope Pius IV. 

+ Keenan’s ‘‘ Controversial Catechism.” 

+ Decree of Vatican Council. 

§ 4th Lateran Con., 3 Can. Bull of Pius V. against Queen Elizabeth, 1570. 
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